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Brown, Katherine

From: Stoddard, Jamey
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 9:19 AM
To: LaCroix, Matthew; Brown, Katherine; Szalay, Endre
Subject: FW: Agenda for tomorrow's meeting

Importance: High

FYI- 

Just sent this to Heather re: their agenda. Wanted to let them know that providing such a detailed agenda right before the 
meeting is not ok, particularly when we have been talking all along about a low-key informal meeting.  

Anyway, we’ll be fine, and will discuss what we are prepared and able to discuss. Thanks. 

________________________________________ 
Jamey L. Stoddard 
Office of Water and Watersheds, NEPA Compliance 
USEPA Region X 
1200 6th Ave, Suite 900, OWW-191 
Seattle, WA 98101 
t. 206.553.6110
f. 205.553.0165

From: Stoddard, Jamey  
Sent: Wednesday, April 29, 2015 9:11 AM 
To: 'Heather Kendall‐Miller' 
Cc: Rob Rosenfeld 
Subject: RE: Agenda for tomorrow's meeting 
Importance: High 

Good morning, Heather.  

I had a chance to take a closer look at the meeting agenda last night/this morning and I have to say it is much more 
detailed and specific than I was envisioning—certainly not an agenda I would expect to see only a day before a meeting :\ 
I was envisioning something much more general and low-key, consistent with my discussions with you and Rob. It is 
ultimately my fault as I should have been clearer on our expectations for the agenda etc. I think part of it is also a result of 
me coordinating with you and Rob separately on this meeting, rather than just one point of contact.  

Anyway, not a huge deal, but we need to make sure and coordinate on the agenda earlier for future meetings to ensure we 
are given more time to prepare. I am glad we don’t have managment involved as I suspect they would ask to reschedule 
given our receipt of such a detailed and specific agenda only 24-hours before a meeting. I am confident we will still have 
a productive meeting but some of the topics we may not have an immediate answer for given the short prep time.  

Thanks.  
________________________________________ 
Jamey L. Stoddard 
Office of Water and Watersheds, NEPA Compliance 
USEPA Region X 
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1200 6th Ave, Suite 900, OWW-191 
Seattle, WA 98101 
t. 206.553.6110 
f. 205.553.0165 
 
 
 
 

From: Heather Kendall‐Miller [mailto:kendall@narf.org]  
Sent: Tuesday, April 28, 2015 3:49 PM 
To: Lor, Socheata; Lance, Ellen; Stoddard, Jamey; LaCroix, Matthew; Doug Limpinsel ‐ NOAA Federal 
(doug.limpinsel@noaa.gov); callie@ridolfi.com; Allison MacEwan (allison@ridolfi.com); Phil Brna; Betsy McCracken 
Cc: Rob Rosenfeld (robrosey@gmail.com); Shay Elbaum (Law Clerk 12 AK); Al goozmer (al777atthebeach@gmail.com); 
Donita Slawson (deniigi51@yahoo.com) 
Subject: FW: Agenda for tomorrow's meeting 
 

Privileged and Confidential 
 
Although this meeting has been called by the Tribe with the suggested agenda below, please feel free to add to it. 
 
 
April 29, 2015  
 
Meeting Objective: Government‐to‐Government Technical Assistance Meeting to gain a better understanding of the 
2013 Functional Assessment analysis being Prepared by PacRim Coal and what roles and responsibilities each of the 
federal agencies have in contributing to this analysis. 
 

1.       Introductions 

 

2.       Functional Assessment Methodology  

         Federal Agency Contributions to date RE Methodology Development 

         Methodology Overview  

         Key Assumptions 

         Limitations/Flaws 

         Implications for Permitting and Compensatory Mitigation  

 

3.       2013 Functional Assessment Results/Conclusions 

         Federal Agency Contributions to date RE the 2013 Functional Assessment 

         Key Conclusions 

         Limitations/Flaws 

         Implications for Permitting and Compensatory Mitigation  

 

4.       Preliminary Jurisdictional Determination 

         Overview of Methodology 

         Key Conclusions 

         Limitations/Flaws 

         Implications for Permitting and Compensatory Mitigation  

 

5.       Actions Needed to Address Limitations 

a.       Data/Studies 
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b.      Methodology Changes 

 

        6.     Additional questions of concern: 

 Discussion of Jurisdictional Determination / wetlands delineation 

 Update federal agencies on Tribe’s request for a determination of eligibility of listing  the Ch’u’itna Customary 

and Traditional Landscape that includes the Ch’u’itna drainage on list of historic places 

 Anadromous fish streams 

 

        7.       Next Actions 
 




